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Dear Kr* Conley, 

There is ouoh in your letter of June 21 I appreciate* There are also meanings in 
it 1 au&gost the Array might want to appreciate* 

*our letter opens with references that include referrals to you but not ny lost letter* 

•«hile it la generally awkward for os to corns ult my files today it is imposalble* If 
1 have not told you I suffered acute throobophlobi tis in both logs and thighs. There has 
been permanent damage, permanent limitation. This always includes bending and squatting. 

For the past several Jays I've also had ambulatory difficulties. This means I cannot cite 
naoee and dates in some cases. While I'm also getting old and tired and my memory la not 
what it was * believe it has not £»t failed me. 

While I have no idea what is included in the files allegedly searched "under the 
various titles” in your 2. as "relating tfc the John F. Kennedy assassination" I have been 
told before " that no Assy intelligence investigative records exist.” (ft? request was 
not limited to "A ay intelligence investigative records," whatever this may encompass.) 

You do not say that a) there never were any or b) they have been destroyed. But then 
this oxime that negated an entire system of society is to you an "incident" and JFK is not 
once identified or described as a President. Nonetheless your letter simply is not truth- 
ful whan you refer to "the existence of any records relating to the incident" in saying 
there are none. There are. The roomls of destruction do relate. Years ago when I was told 
of this destruction (which I believe was not of all copies) I sakod for and have not been 
given the records of the alleged destruction. 

Impossible as it is to b*li evo that the Airy would destroy any records in any way 
relating to an event like a Presidential assassination, what am I to believo that any 
such destruction was dearly also illegal? There was an executive order requiring the 
transfer of all records to the National Archives. 

If I understand your a-brevlationa and bureaucratic structure correctly tho Index 
used includes only your own investigations. If wo aacuoa that this would not include the 
presence of ono of your agents at the scene of th.* orl&e and actually confined for a while 
by the police perhap that can explain your lank of citation of any record relating to 
Mr. Fwwellt whether of an existing or a destroyed record. (Xou have sent no record of 
destruction, which ie a r cord within ay requests*) But I do not believe we oan aosu&e that 
this index includes records of other origin, also included within ay requests* It also does 
not include what ia not indexed in OCU and nay be kept elswwhare* Hko say *hicago, 
Minneapolis or Baltimore if no~ also Dallas. 

1 believe this constitutes lean than a definitive response to any of ny requests, 
including under Pa. 

In your 3* you ref fir oorreoily to correspondence of 1971 and 1972, if incompletely 
and United to the non-re oponsive and the self-serving. In this you also identify my 
requests as under the 1966 Act, which according to the Attorney Com ral'a Memorandum on 
it, the official interpretation of what it required of all agendas* I believe the current 
Aot inpocoa the same obligation but you eve as msp:nslhilitlea under ths 1966 Act* These 
included either obtaining relevant records for oth :r opureea or referring my request to 
those sources* In this paragraph you limit yourself to Janes Powell. In 4* you refer to 
the 0A3D letter of 5/31 to me but not to cy response or oonection. You then say that the 
history records" of hr* Powell's 112th ^ntelligenoe Corps were soarch^u and that they 
"revealed no information rel a ti n g the the assassination. " Perhaps by this you also aeon 
to include no record of any FBI Investigation, no record of any tranoforral of any k ind 
of record, no receipt of any kind aa well as that Army Intelligence was totally indifferent 
when its agent was within the building from which the crime ia officially stated to have 
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boea coi^dttcd And had Lis camera with him while the bullying was sealed off and being 
searched* 

There is* of csour o, tho Altemativ that it hid and t en destroyed any records* 

About the asaasaination of its own Cocaondor^ii^hief ! 

If this is true it certainly should be known* to tho ^ongreea and to tho people* 

When I first m> 1* these requests it became impossible for do to persists against shot 
1 regard as stonewalling and typical otoncvallizig* I then said nothing but I did distribute 
copies of shat 1 had been sent referring to tho destruction of records* as I will also do 
with this correa pond ejjoe* 

I would prefer to b*liev* that those conducting the searches for you have not 
searched all available and known sources that to believe the Arny had so little regard for 
either such a crime or its own Preaident/Cor mandoxwiaachieft I would also like to hope 
that the records that did eziet £ay still be trucked down end delivered • 

1 do not believe my request relating to Mr* Powell and his pioture(s) was limited 
Army/ to/^inveotigativt* records*" I did not oaks this request of tbs :;ray alone* I do holism that 
the lav required tho -ray to inquire where else it knew thoro were relevant record* that 
it did not and that it still owoo this to ae under the Act (a)* I think it uorth noting 
that froa about 1968 on there has boon total official non-i^upliance with those roquoata* 

^espitw the kind of life 1 heve led since the President was assassinated, despite 
what 1 ham learned of officialbdhavior I would once have believe inposaiblef I an ahockod 
that you car. wri ;e b« in languugo that can h> taken. & o disparaging to tho President | that 
you dor, cribs this most monstrous of crimes as no score than an "incident j" that you are 
lest than forthright in not including either any reference to the alleged destruction of 
records or proof of such destructions and that anyone reading your letter would bo lod to 
bollovw that thure never wan any Army record that was in any wnjr relevant* 

Should I not also b> shMtod that the Arny violated an executive order d&ri^od to 
prevent the possibility of precisely that which stuns me? 

I certainly would welcome any explanations other than these that you isay provide* 

I would Also appreciate compliance with my PA request* *rom the records I ham air ady 
obtained not fron the Aruy there is no doubt it had records on so* As 1 bolievs I told 
you* I was a soldier* was cleared on security and then was givsn further clearance to 
handle classified materials* I kaov there now ara supposed to be no records on os at the 
*t* ^ouls center but I or. confident tho reoory hole did not swallow all* 

Sincerely* 







Harold rfeisborg 



